INTRODUCTION
Current rapid growth in all economic spheres provoked the range of negative consequences in the environment. Thus, the world community and scientists have already directed all the forces to minimize the negative ecological consequences and achieve a balance between all the spheres: economic, social, political and environmental. As a traditional point of view, this balance could be achieved through the implementation of the main principles of the sustainable development. It should be underlined that a lot of actions have already been done by the world communities.
In this case, a lot of target documents and concepts were signed and accepted by the countries. The results of the analysis showed that this process also has its own history. The first conference "Declaration of the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment" on sustainable development was in Stockholm in 1972. It was the first step to make the concept of sustainable development. This Declaration consisted of the 26 principles to save the environment. The next conference was organized in Rio de Janeiro in 1997, during which General Assembly "Program for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21"
LITERATURE REVIEW
According to the mentioned above, the huge number of scientists try to improve the existing indexes and use the key factor in making decisions in different spheres. It should be underlined that the scientists (Hsu et al., 2012) proposed to use the Environmental performance Index (EPI) and pilot trend Environmental performance index for the purpose to understand what world achieve of after 1992. It is noted, that in 1992, Rio Earth Summit was held.
Thus, Färe R. Grosskopf S. and Hernandez-Sancho F. in their work (Färe et al., 2004) use the Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) and proposed own Environmental Performance Index. The main features of this index are that it is constructed as ratios of distance functions. They approved that it was a perfect aggregator of functions, which provides a natural and elegant basis for constructing quantity indexes. They took advantage of these properties to construct a quantity index of good outputs and a quantity index of bad outputs. They indicated, that their ratio is their Environmental Performance Index (Färe et al., 2004) .
Ismail and Abdullah in their work (Ismail et al., 2012) described new vision of EPI for Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) countries. They proved that method of EPI had a weak side in arithmetics, as a consequence, it eliminated some extreme values in data. Accordingly, the bullet point of their concept was using the decision-making tool of Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP).
Kortelainen in his work (Kortelainen, 2008) used the Malmquist index approach trying to analyze the dynamics of Environmental Performance Index and how the main index components have developed during the sample period in general, identify the major factors in each country's performance.
Zhou, Ang, and Poh, used the slack-based efficiency measures to model environmental performance on the basis of the Environmental Performance Index (Zhou et al., 2006) . It is noted that Rogge in his work (Rogge, 2012) used the Environmental Performance Index, method which was proposed in the paper (Zhou et al., 2007) , and DEA trying to allocate the negative tendency in separate spheres, which should be reoriented.
On the other hand, the scientists in the work (Munksgaard et al., 2007) highlighted that all indexes don't involve the environmental damage costs. In this case, they proposed to improve method to estimate Environmental Performance Index through taking to account the environmental damage costs.
The results of analysis showed that estimation of environmental performance is conducted not only among countries, but also in the corporate sector. Mostly, during the decision making by the stakeholders whether or not to invest in the company. Thus, the scientists Zaim (2004), Azad et al. (2010), Wagner (2009), Chigrin (2014), Galdeano-Gómez (2010) proposed to include different types of ecological indexes during the estimation of companies' performance. Besides, in that works, the authors proved that company's environmental performance and welfare are correlated. On the other hand, the range of authors proved that EPI is also correlated with countries' welfare. Thus, the main idea of the paper is to analyze the EPI and others indexes, and how they correlate with countries prosperities.
METHODS
In this research, the general methods of scientific knowledge are used by the authors. In order to analyze and summarize the main world ecological, social and environmental indexes, the authors used analysis and synthesis. Using the compilation and comparison, the authors identify the main features of Global Competitiveness Index; World Competitiveness Yearbook; Ease of Doing Business; Human Development Index; Global Hunger Index; The IT Industry Competitiveness Index; International Property Rights Index; Corruption Perceptions Index; Environmental Performance Index, etc. Moreover, the authors allocated the world leaders on GDP per capita and CO2 emission as the object of investigation. The statistical and mathematical methods where used to identify the tendency of the main environmental, ecological and social indexes. In addition, using that methods, the authors analyzed the place of economic developed countries on the EPI, SDGI and Social Progress Index. Using the scientific approach, the authors made conclusions on the correlation between EPI and countries' welfare. The abovementioned approaches allow to allocate the weaknesses of Ukrainian policy on a way to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals 2030. Furthermore, it gives opportunities to highlight the leaders among world under EPI, SDGI and Social Progress Index for the purpose to take into account the best practice to achieve SDG for Ukraine.
Thus, the main goal of this article is to analyze of the Environmental Performance Index and how it correlates with countries' welfare (including economic and social development) for the purpose to understand the part of way for achieving the Sustainable Development Goals 2030 in Ukraine.
RESULTS
The results of analysis showed that the huge range of indexes and ratings was already developed by the scientists and the world organizations: Global Table 1 .
It should be underlined that most of indexes, which were presented in Table 1 • ecosystem vitality, which comes under strain from industrialization and urbanization.
It should be underlined that experts of this Index supposed that good governance emerges as the critical factor required to balance these distinct dimensions of sustainability (Environmental, 2018). Thus, the process of calculation consists of the four steps: data preparation; data standardization; scrutinizing metrics for skewness; rescaling the data into 0-100 score. The algorithm of calculation is presented in Figure 1 .
During of the rescaling all indicators are consolidated into one list in order to compare and to aggregate into the integrated index. The Environmental Performance Index uses the distance-to-target technique for indicator construction, which situates each country relative to targets for worst and best performance, discussed in more detail below, corresponding to scores of 0 and 100, respectively. According to the methodology, the Index score is calculated by the formula (1).
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where IS -indicator score, x -a country's value, x -the target for best performance, x -the target for worst performance.
Moreover, if x is greater than ,
x the corresponding indicator score is 100. Likewise, if a x is less than ,
x the corresponding IS is 0.
Under this research, the authors analyzed the results of Environmental Performance Index for Ukraine and countries, which have the huge volume of CO2 emissions and generate the biggest share of GDP in the world.
Thus, according to the databases, the following countries such as China, the USA, India, Russian Federation and Japan occupied the first five places in CO2 emissions in the world (Table   4 ). In such direction, Ukraine occupied the 26th place in terms of CO2 emissions in the world.
Thus, China generates only 14.84% of the world GDP, but it produces 29.51% of CO2 emissions in the world. The same situation is in India and Russian Federation. Their CO2 emissions in percentage are twice higher than their share of GDP in the world. Unfortunately, we can see the same situation in Ukraine.
Still, the situation in Lithuania is different. Their CO2 emissions are twice less than share of GDP in the world. It is necessary to underline that in the USA and in the most EU countries, the share in the GDP of world is higher than share of the world CO2 emissions (Figure 2 ).
According to the official data of EPI (2018), Switzerland, France, Denmark, Malta and Sweden round out the top five countries (Environmental, 2018). The leader in the world was Switzerland with a score of EPI (2018) 87.42 in overall environmental performance. On the other side, Switzerland has the weak hand on sustainable nitrogen management, terrestrial biome protection -national and global weights ( Figure 3 ). Accordingly, France -83.95, Denmark -81.60, Malta -80.9 and Sweden -80.51 (Environmental, 2018) . It is noted, that first places were occupied by the EU countries. Ukraine occupied 109th place with score of 52.87. The dynamics of EPI for Chine, USA, India, Russian Federation, Japan and Ukraine is presented in Table 5 . The findings showed that from year to year, the EPI in China, India and Ukraine has been increasing and, corresponding by they are going down in the rating (Table 3 ). In this case, Ukraine should take to account experience of top five EU countries on EPI. It is noted, that among the block of indicators, ecosystem vitality of Ukraine has not bad results on Wastewater Treatment; Sustainable Nitrogen Management and Species Habitat Index (Figure 3) .
The results of the analysis showed that EPI results are close to the SDG Index calculation. Moreover, Ukraine has better position on EPI than the countries, which are world CO2 polluters (Table 6 ).
It should be underlined that the countries with the highest GDP occupied better position in EPI (Figure 4) .
Thus, comparing the EPI with social progress index, the results showed that the best countries on EPI have good position on social progress index and SDG Index ( Figure 5 ). It is noted, that social progress index was not calculated for Malta yet.
CONCLUSION
Thus, the findings showed that the Environmental Performance Index estimated countries from the ecological point of view. Noticed, that world-leader countries (China, USA, India, Russian Federation, Japan) excluding USA don't demonstrate the good position among all indexes (EPI, SDGI and social progress index).
The countries with good results of EPI also have the good position on SDG Index and social progress index. Moreover, the findings showed that GDP per capita and Environmental Performance Index are corelated. The countries with highest GDP per capita have thebetter position on EPI. Comparative analysis showed that Ukrain should orient to EU countries for improving theenvironmental performance for the purpose to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals 2030 in Ukraine. In this case, the experience of countries (Switzerland, France and Denmark), which occupied the first places on environmental policy, will be interesting for further investigations for the purpose to implement and adopt that experience in Ukraine. In addition, according to the results, Ukraine should orient to Denmark in social policy.
